REMARKS 



Applicant has carefully studied the outstanding Office Action in the 
present application. The present response is intended to be fully responsive to all points 
of rejection raised by the Examiner and is believed to place the application in condition 
for allowance. Favorable reconsideration and allowance of the application are 
respectfully requested. 

Applicant expresses his appreciation to Examiner Temica M. Beamer for 
the courtesy of an interview which was granted to applicant and his representative, 
Sanford T. Colb (Reg. No. 26,856). The interview was held at the USPTO on 
September 12, 2005. The substance of the interview is set forth in the Interview 
Summary. 

At the interview, claims 1 and 33 were discussed vis-a-vis the prior art of 
Bendelac. The Interview Summary states, in relevant part, "the claims appear to 
distinguish over the cited art. Following the filing of an After Final response, the 
Examiner will further consider the relevance of the applied reference and conduct an 
updated search." 

Claims 1-8 and 33-40 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Bendelac et al, (U.S. 2005/0122997). 

Bendelac et al describes a method and system for transmitting 
information from a faster network to a data terminal via a slower network connection, 
suitable for use with any Internet access device or terminal, such as an Internet- 
compatible telephone. 

In rejecting the claims, the Examiner wrote: 
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Regarding claims 1-8 and 33-40, Bendelac discloses a 
method/system for processing information received by a wireless 
device via a server over a computer network from a web site 
(abstract) comprising receiving information at said server from said 
web site over said computer network (0043 and 0044; figures 5 and 
6), at said server, parsing at least some of said information and at 
said server, employing at least some results of said parsing to 
provide said information in a form suitable for display to a user on 
said wireless device by classifying said information according to 
its importance to a user (0053, 0054, 0057, 0058, 0081; figure 6). 

Applicant respectfully submits that the system and method described by 
Bendelac does not show or suggest the invention claimed in claims 1 and 33 for the 
following reasons: 

Claim 1 recites "receiving information at said server from said web site 
over said computer network; at said server, parsing at least some of said information" 
and claim 33 recites "a parser located at said server, receiving information from a web 
site over said computer network and parsing at least some of said information." Thus 
the invention of claims 1 and 33 parses at least some of the information received from 
the web site. In the prior art of Bendelac, the server is operative to parse requests 
received from the data terminal, not information received from a web site, as seen in 
paragraph 58, "The GW parses all requests and forwards them to the appropriate 
Internet server for execution." 

Claim 1 further recites "at said server, employing at least some results of 
said parsing to provide said information in a form suitable for display to a user on said 
wireless device" and claim 33 further recites "a display engine located at said server, 
employing at least some results of said parsing to provide said information in a form 
suitable for display to a user on said wireless device." The invention of claim 1 and 33 
thus employs at least some results of the parsing of the information received from the 
web site to provide the information to the user. In the prior art of Bendelac, the output 
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format is based not on the content received from the web site, but on the terminal type 
or profile determined by the user, as seen in paragraph 59, "In one embodiment of the 
invention, a profile of the Internet terminal user is stored in the Internet terminal. The 
GW uses this profile to provide customized services, such as sending only thumbnail 
views of images, or not sending certain material." 

Further, claim 1 recites "at said server, employing at least some results of 
said parsing to provide said information ... by classifying said information according to 
its importance to a user" and claim 33 recites "a display engine ... employing at least 
some results of said parsing to provide said information ... by classifying said 
information and formatting said information according to its importance to a user." 
Bendelac does not show or suggest classifying the information received from the web 
site according to its importance to a user or formatting the information according to its 
importance to a user. 

With reference to the above discussion, independent claims 1 and 33 are 
deemed patentable over the prior art of record and favorable reconsideration is 
respectfully requested. Claims 2-8 depend directly or ultimately from claim 1 and recite 
additional patentable subject matter and therefore are deemed patentable. Claims 34-40 
depend directly or ultimately from claim 33 and recite additional patentable subject 
matter and therefore are deemed patentable. 



4 



In view of the foregoing amendments and remarks, all of the remaining 
claims are deemed to be in condition for allowance. Favorable reconsideration and 
allowance of the claims are respectfully requested. 



Respectfully submitted, 




TOHEN 
!das & Parry LLP 
26 West 61 st Street 
New York, NY 10023 
Reg. No. 20,302 
Tel. No.: (2 12) 708-1887 
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